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excuse them for rallying to his defense 
when all of Europe is united against ev-
erything he represents. 

Mr. President, there has been a great 
deal of talk, both pro and con, about 
the deployment of American soldiers as 
part of a NATO ground force, in 
Kosovo. 

As much as I hope that ground troops 
are not necessary, I felt it was unwise 
to rule them out because I believe it 
only emboldened President Milosevic. 

I also know of no one who thinks this 
mission can be accomplished by air 
power alone, and the administration 
needs a more realistic strategy. We 
need policy based on solid plans—not 
policy based on polls. 

Again, I think we should heed the ad-
vice of Senator MCCAIN. What are our 
goals—NATO’s goals—today? In my 
mind, it is to force Milosevic to agree 
to a ceasefire, the withdrawal of his 
forces from Kosovo, the safe return of 
the refugees secured by an inter-
national force, and autonomy for 
Kosovo. 

If we can prove the experts wrong 
and accomplish that with air power 
alone, so much the better. 

But if we cannot, if ground troops are 
necessary to achieve our goals, we 
must use them, and NATO should be 
making preparations for the possibility 
that they will be needed. The bulk of 
those forces should come from Europe, 
but as the leader of NATO we would 
have a responsibility to contribute our 
share. 

To those who complain that Kosovo 
is not worth the life of a single Amer-
ican soldier, I would say this: As Amer-
icans we cherish the life of every Amer-
ican soldier, and we give our armed 
forces the best available training and 
technology to defend themselves. Mili-
tary missions always involve danger. 
In this mission, an enormous amount is 
at stake for our country, for NATO, for 
the people of Kosovo, and for human-
ity. 

What is the alternative? To give in to 
ethnic cleansing after taking a prin-
cipled stand against it? That would be 
a terrible defeat for NATO, and for the 
cause of international justice and secu-
rity. It would be a terrible precedent 
for us to bequeath to the generations 
that will follow us in the next century. 

No one can predict how long this war 
will last, or how it will end. Let us 
hope that President Milosevic soon rec-
ognizes that he risks losing everything. 

In the meantime, we owe our grati-
tude and our support to our soldiers, 
and to the humanitarian relief organi-
zations that are providing emergency 
food, shelter and medical assistance to 
the refugees. 

They have been heroic. 
Mr. President, I am also concerned 

about a disturbing report I received 
this morning that United States forces 
have used landmines against the Serbs. 

I am told that these are anti-tank 
mines, but they are mixed with anti-

personnel mines, which are prohibited 
under an international treaty which 
unfortunately the United States has 
not signed. 

However, every one of our NATO al-
lies except for Turkey is a party to 
that treaty, and I wonder if they are 
aware of this since our planes are using 
airfields located in those countries. 

In fact, at last count 135 nations had 
signed the treaty, and 71 have ratified. 
The United States should be among 
them. 

Nobody would argue that the United 
States is bound by a treaty it has not 
ratified. But it is very disappointing 
that at the same time that the Admin-
istration is holding itself out as a lead-
er in the worldwide effort to ban land-
mines, it is using mines itself. 

Mr. President, I have asked the Pen-
tagon to confirm whether or not this 
report is true. I hope it is not. 

But if it is true, it is only a matter of 
time before innocent people are 
maimed or killed by these weapons. 

It sends the wrong message to the 
rest of the world. And frankly, while I 
support the Administration’s use of 
force against Milosevic I do not know 
anyone who believes we need landmines 
to achieve our goals. It is unnecessary, 
it is wrong, and it will only further 
erode the Administration’s credibility 
on an issue that cries out for the 
United States to set the example. 

Mr. President, I am hoping this re-
port is not true. But we will find out 
because if it is, we should stop using 
them. It is a disturbing thing that we 
would be so different from the rest of 
our allies. 

f 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT 
Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that Senator 
SPECTER, who will be coming back 
here—I promised him I would do this 
for him—be allowed to speak for up to 
15 minutes in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BAYH addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Indiana is recognized. 
Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I, first, 

want to express my great respect for 
my colleague from Vermont, a man 
with whom I not only have the pleas-
ure of serving, but he served with my 
father. The respect the Bayh family 
has for the Senator goes from genera-
tion to generation. It is a privilege to 
be on the floor with the Senator from 
Vermont. 

f 

COMMENDING PURDUE UNIVER-
SITY WOMEN’S BASKETBALL 
TEAM 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I send a 
resolution to the desk and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A resolution (S. Res. 76) commending the 

Purdue University women’s basketball team 
on winning the 1999 National Collegiate Ath-
letic Association women’s basketball cham-
pionship.

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak not only on my own be-
half but on behalf of my senior col-
league, DICK LUGAR, who, unfortu-
nately, could not be with us at the last 
moment. I know he will be submitting 
his own remarks on behalf of the Lady 
Boilermakers and their outstanding 
victory in the NCAA women’s basket-
ball tournament this year. I know the 
rules prohibit me from pointing any-
body out in the galleries, but I want to 
say how much I appreciate the pres-
ence of several constituents today; in 
particular, the mayor of West Lafay-
ette, IN, several officials representing 
Purdue University, and several of our 
distinguished citizens from Lafayette, 
Tippecanoe County, and elsewhere 
across our State. 

Mr. President, basketball is perhaps 
synonymous with the State of Indiana, 
not only because we love to play the 
game, not only because we believe in 
physical fitness, but because of the 
character, the determination, and the 
other fine attributes associated with 
that sport that are necessary for suc-
cess in it. 

This year’s Purdue women’s basket-
ball team, perhaps better than any 
other, exhibits those character traits. 
They are an example of Indiana at its 
finest and the United States of Amer-
ica at its finest. So I rise today to sa-
lute them both as individuals and as a 
team for their accomplishments. 

Mr. President, this team was an ex-
ample of near perfection. Their record 
was an outstanding 34 victories and 
only 1 defeat. They are the first wom-
en’s championship team representing 
any Big Ten university in any sport. 
Their coach, Carolyn Peck, an out-
standing individual, is not only the 
youngest coach to lead a winning team 
to the NCAA tournament, but she is 
also the first African American one to 
do it. One of their star players, Steph-
anie White-McCarty, is not only a first-
team athletic all-American, but also 
an academic all-American. As a matter 
of fact, Mr. President, she represents 
the rest of the team very well in that 
regard. 

The team, as a whole, had a com-
bined grade point average of 3.0, which 
is very good by today’s standards, par-
ticularly with regard to the athletic 
community. 

Mr. President, once again, I salute 
the Lady Boilermakers for their out-
standing contributions not only on the 
basketball court, but because of the 
outstanding individuals they are. 

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I rise 
today to join with my colleague from 
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Indiana as a cosponsor of this Senate 
resolution commending the Purdue 
University women’s basketball team on 
winning the 1999 National Collegiate 
Athletic Association (NCAA) basket-
ball championship. 

The Lady Boilermakers this year 
have made Indiana history in becoming 
the first women’s sport to bring home 
a national championship title for Pur-
due University. They are also the first 
women’s basketball team in the Big 
Ten Athletic Conference to win the 
NCAA title. 

This resolution is a fitting tribute 
and a deserving honor for Coach Caro-
lyn Peck and the team members who 
persevered throughout the long season 
and the playoffs to win the national 
title. Their commitment and dedica-
tion to this tremendous effort is dem-
onstrated by their winning record of 34 
games—including a string of 32 con-
secutive victories. Throughout this 
storied season, the Lady Boilers’ skill 
and dedication was matched only by 
the grace and dignity with which they 
carried themselves as a team en route 
to the national title. 

For departing seniors Ukari Figgs 
and Stephanie White-McCarty, this 
victory is truly special as they com-
plete their studies at Purdue and look 
toward the future. Winning the NCAA 
title is an historic and special occa-
sion—placing this team among a select 
company of national champions. Their 
triumph will be remembered at Purdue 
and throughout our State for years to 
come. 

The dedication and sportsmanship 
demonstrated throughout the season 
by the Lady Boilers reaffirm our strong 
basketball tradition in Indiana. The 
team’s competitive spirit and commit-
ment to excellence make them deserv-
ing recipients of the accolades of the 
nation and the honor of this special 
Senate resolution. 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution and 
preamble be agreed to en bloc and that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table, without intervening action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The resolution (S. Res. 76) was agreed 

to. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows:
S. RES. 76

Whereas the Purdue University Lady Boil-
ermakers (Lady Boilers) won their first Na-
tional Championship in the National Colle-
giate Athletic Association women’s basket-
ball tournament on March 28, 1999; 

Whereas the Lady Boilers finished the 1998-
99 season with an outstanding record, win-
ning 34 games, including 32 consecutive vic-
tories;

Whereas the Lady Boilers proudly brought 
Purdue University its first ever NCAA cham-
pionship in any women’s sport, and did so 
with skill matched by grace and dignity;

Whereas the Lady Boilers claimed the first 
ever NCAA women’s basketball champion-
ship by any member of the Big Ten Athletic 
Conference; and

Whereas the Lady Boilers have brought 
great pride and distinction to the State of 
Indiana: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate commends the 
Purdue University Lady Boilers basketball 
team for winning the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association women’s basketball na-
tional championship. 

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, I yield the 
floor, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURNS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 6 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

THE SENATE’S CONTINUING FAIL-
URE TO ACT ON JUDICIAL NOMI-
NATIONS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, baseball 
season began earlier this month and al-
ready the Senate is lagging behind the 
home run pace of Mark McGwire. Last 
summer I began comparing the Sen-
ate’s lack of progress on judicial nomi-
nations with home run pace of 
McGwire and other major leaguers. I 
had tried everything else I could think 
of: I had lectured the Republican ma-
jority about the Senate’s duty to the 
judicial branch under the Constitution, 
I had cited the caseloads and backlogs 
in many courts around the country, I 
had introduced legislation to prevent 
the Senate from going on vacation 
while the Second Circuit was experi-
encing an unprecedented emergency 
declared by Chief Judge Winter in the 
face of five vacancies out of 12 author-
ized members of the court. 

I recently attended an historic meet-
ing of the Baltimore Orioles major 
league baseball team and the Cuban 
team in Havana. During the Easter re-
cess the Nation’s Capital witnessed ex-
hibition baseball between the Montreal 
Expos and the St. Louis Cardinals and 
got to see Big Mac in person. Maybe 
another baseball comparison can in-
spire the Senate into action on Federal 
judges this year. 

It is already mid-April and the Sen-
ate has yet to act on a single judicial 
nominee. Worse yet the Senate Judici-
ary Committee has yet to hold or even 
schedule a confirmation hearing. At 
this rate, I will have to start com-
paring the Senate’s pace for the con-
firmation of Federal judges to the 
home run pace of American League 

pitchers. Since they do not bat, the 
Senate has a chance of keeping up with 
them. 

Of course, last year the Senate had 
gotten off to an early lead on Mark 
McGwire. Last January through the 
end of April, the Senate had confirmed 
22 judges. By the All Star break last 
July, the Senate had confirmed 33 
judges. It took Big Mac 10 weeks to 
catch and pass the Senate last year. 

This year, McGwire passed the Sen-
ate’s total on opening day. That is be-
cause this year the Senate has yet to 
confirm a single Federal judge. That is 
right: In spite of the 33 judicial nomi-
nations now pending, in spite of the 
fact that at least a dozen of those 
nominees have been pending before the 
Senate for more than 9 months, in 
spite of the fact that four of those 
nominations were favorably reported 
by the Senate Judiciary Committee 
and were on the Senate calendar last 
year, in spite of the 67 vacancies in-
cluding 28 judicial emergency vacan-
cies, the Senate has yet to confirm a 
single Federal judge all year. Incred-
ibly Mark McGwire is still on pace 
with what he accomplished last year. 
Regrettably, the Senate is not on even 
or on a slower pace than it was last 
year; it has no pace at all. 

By the end of last year, the Senate fi-
nally picked up its pace and confirmed 
65 Federal judges—the highest total 
since the Republican majority took 
control of the Senate. That was 65 of 
the 91 nominations received for the 115 
vacancies the Federal judiciary experi-
enced last year. Together with the 36 
judges confirmed in 1997, the total 
number of article III Federal judges 
confirmed during the last Congress was 
a 2-year total of 101—the same total 
that was confirmed in 1 year when 
Democrats last made up the majority 
of the Senate in 1994. Of course, the 
Senate fell short of the record-setting 
70 home run total of Mark McGwire 
and 66 homers hit by Sammy Sosa. 

The Judicial Conference of the 
United States has recommended that 
Congress authorize an additional 69 
judgeships besides, in order for the 
Federal courts to have the judicial re-
sources they need to do the justice. 
These are in addition to the 67 current 
vacancies. That means that the Fed-
eral courts need the equivalent of 136 
more judges. I cannot remember a time 
when the resource needs of the Federal 
courts were so neglected by the Con-
gress. 

During the four years that the Re-
publican majority has controlled the 
Senate, it has barely kept up with at-
trition when it comes to judicial va-
cancies. Even with the confirmations 
achieved last year, the current vacan-
cies number as many as existed at the 
time the Senate recessed in 1994. The 
Senate has not made the progress it 
should have in filling the longstanding 
vacancies that continue to plague the 
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